Unitee) States Patent and TRAPEMARtc Offece 



(■MTED STA TES DEPAUl'MliNT <>(•' COMMERCE 
Uiitted iifates Patent and Tratt^iuark Office 

A<j(li^s: COMNfJSSrONER FOR PATHi^S 
P.O. Rf« 14S11 

Aluxiintiria, Vireiiiid 223 1 3-! 450 



APPLtCATEONNO. 



F)]fST NAMED INVBNTC)]! 



ATTOJWBYD{X:KETNa. COiStFJJiMATJON NO. 



09/325,026 



75*)(> t(}.^3).-2CKi5 

APPLIED MATERIALS, INC. 
2881 SCOTT BLVD. IvL'S 2061 
SANTA CLARA, OA 95050 



YAN R.OZENZON 



AN'rAr/2922/HT 



ALEJANDRO MULERO, LVZ L 



PAPER NUMBER 



176 J 

DATE M AILHD: 1 0/3 1 ,''2003 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. !0/03J 



Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Interview Summary 



09/325,026 



ROZEN20N ET AL. 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Luz L. Alejandro 



1763 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



f 1 ) Luz L. Alejandro . 



(3). 



(2) Keith Tacketi . 



Date of interview: 27 October 2003 . 

Type: a)^ Teleplnonic b)n Video Conference 

c)n Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes e)n No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

C[ainn(s) discussed: 81 and 121 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Crawley et aL, U.S. Patent 5,871.586: Wang etai, U.S. Patent 5.000.113, both 
prior art of record . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)Ki was reached. g)n was not reached, h)^ N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: the attorney pointed out that the 35 U.S.C 102 rejection of claims 81 and 121 over 
Crawley et al.and of claim 121 oyer Wang et al. references are improper and it was oreiiminarily agreed that the 
reiections should be withdrawn, A response will be forthcoming addressing the discussed arguments . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable Is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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